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I yield the floor.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Washington
State.
——
TANKER SURVIVABILITY
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I

think we would all agree, especially in
a time of war, that nothing is more im-
portant than the safety of our men and
women in uniform. And nothing should
be more important to our military
commanders at the Pentagon.

But I come to the floor this morning
because safety was not the priority
when the military awarded the con-
tract to build the next generation of
refueling tankers. If that decision
stands, if the contract goes to the Eu-
ropean company Airbus, instead of
Boeing, our servicemembers will be fly-
ing in planes that they and the mili-
tary know are less safe. That has me
very concerned.

During the tanker competition, the
Pentagon considered numerous factors,
including survivability; that is, the
ability to protect war fighters when
they are in harm’s way. But even
though they found the Boeing tanker
was much safer, the Pentagon chose
the Airbus tanker anyway.

Awarding a contract for a plane that
is less safe makes zero sense to me.
Why on Earth would our military
choose a tanker that rated lower in
safety and in survivability. That is the
question I have come to the floor this
morning to ask. It is one of the con-
cerns I have raised in a letter I am
sending today to the Joint Chiefs of
Staff.

I know as well as anyone how impor-
tant it is that we get these tankers up
in the sky. I represent Fairchild Air
Force Base in Spokane, WA. The air
men and women at Fairchild fly those
tankers. Refueling tankers are the
backbone of our military. Everywhere
we have troops in the world we have
tankers. And right now our tanker
fleets are in some of the most dan-
gerous regions in the world. We know
the war on terrorism will be long and it
will be hard and that our servicemem-
bers will continue to be in dangerous
regions for some time to come.

We owe it to them to provide planes
that will enable them to do their jobs
safely and that will keep our aircraft
safe as they refuel them.

But with this contract, the Pentagon
did not make safety the top priority.
Let me take a minute this morning to
explain what I am talking about when
I say that Boeing’s plane was more sur-
vivable. Survivability refers to the
ability to keep the war fighter safe.

According to Ronald Fogleman, who
is a former Air Force Chief of Staff and
a retired general: The more survivable
tanker would have the systems to iden-
tify and defeat threats, avoid threats,
and protect the crew in the event of an
attack.

General Fogleman said he was sur-
prised the Air Force selected the Air-
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bus tanker, even though it ranked
lower in all those areas. I wish to read
you his quote:

When I saw the Air Force’s assessment of
both candidate aircraft in the survivability
area, I was struck by the fact that they
clearly saw the KC-767 as the more surviv-
able tanker.

He added he believes the KC-T767 is
better for the war fighter and for the
military. That is how he put it. He
said:

The KC-767 has a superior survivability
rating and will have greater operational util-
ity to the joint commander and provide bet-
ter protection to air crews that must face
real-world threats.

By any measure, Boeing’s tanker
would be easier to operate under hos-
tile conditions, and it would provide
the crew with better protection. The
KC-767 has the newest defense equip-
ment available. According to the Air
Force’s own rating, it had better mis-
sile defense systems, better cockpit
displays that allow our crews to recog-
nize a possible threat, better armor for
the flight crew and critical systems on
the plane, and better protection
against fuel tank explosion, amongst
many other advantages.

But survivability is not only about
the equipment on that plane, a tanker
has to be able to take off and land fast-
er. It has to be able to handle itself in
a hostile environment. The best tanker
is the one that is harder to shoot down.
Our tankers are most vulnerable in sit-
uations in which the enemy can use
shoulder-fired missiles and smaller
gunfire, such as when the tankers are
taking off or landing.

Compared to the Boeing 767, Airbus’s
tanker is massive. It is much bigger
than the Air Force originally re-
quested, and its size is problematic for
many reasons. Not only are there fewer
places for Airbus’s tanker to take off
and land, but as a larger airplane, it is
a bigger target and it is easier to hit.
The KC-767 is a much more agile plane,
and it is safer for the crew and the air-
craft that they are refueling.

Americans want our war fighters fly-
ing the best, safest possible plane. So I
am asking today: Why would not the
Pentagon?

Boeing has appealed the Pentagon’s
decision to award the tanker contract
to Airbus. The GAO is now looking into
that process. I look forward to seeing
their decision. I think Congress has a
responsibility as well. It is our job to
check on the administration. We have
to look out for the war fighter.

Some of my colleagues have said we
need to move the process along quickly
so we can get these planes in the hands
of our airmen and airwomen. I agree.
Refueling tankers are vital to the Air
Force. But that is also why it is as im-
portant that they get the right planes,
the planes that will allow them to do
their jobs and keep them safe.

We have a responsibility to ensure we
are making the right decision for years
to come about the safety of our serv-
icemembers and our Nation. That is
why I am raising these concerns today.
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I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER
Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I

am going to proceed on my leader time.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Without objection, the Repub-
lican leader is recognized.
———
COLOMBIA FREE TRADE
AGREEMENT

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last
month, Democratic leaders in the
House made a truly terrible decision.
They opted to kill a free-trade agree-
ment that had already been reached be-
tween the United States and Colombia,
one of our closest, if not our closest,
ally in Latin America, and a nation
that has made great strides at demo-
cratic reform.

At the heart of the deal was an agree-
ment that U.S. manufacturers and
farmers would no longer have to pay
tariffs on U.S. goods that are sold in
Colombia. This would have leveled the
playing field since most Colombian
goods are sold in the United States
duty free.

At a time of economic uncertainty at
home, the Colombia Free Trade Agree-
ment should have been an obvious bi-
partisan effort to bolster U.S. manufac-
turing and agriculture and to expand
overseas markets for U.S. goods.

Unfortunately, the House leaders de-
cided that the support of union leaders
was, in this case, more important than
our relations with a close ally or the
state of the U.S. economy. That deci-
sion has already had serious and far-
reaching consequences, and that is not
just the view on this side of the aisle.

Virtually every major paper in the
country was swift in condemning the
House Democrats for changing the
rules and blocking a vote on this trade
agreement. They recognized that the
decision was bad for our relations with
Colombia, bad as a matter of national
security, and bad for the U.S. economy.

Here are just a few of the headlines
from newspapers across our country:

“Drop Dead, Colombia,” said the
Washington Post.

“Free Trade Deal is A Winner,
the Charleston Post and Courier.

‘““Approve Pact with Colombia,” said
the Los Angeles Times.

““A Trade Deal that All of the Amer-
icas Need,” said the Rocky Mountain
News.

“Our View On Free Trade: Pass the
Colombia Pact,” USA Today.
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